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Date and Orders of the Tribunal
Remarks
Item Nos. The officers concerned from different stakeholders
01 to 05
are present in furtherance to the previous order of the
October
2°’j2g°15 Tribunal.

Learned Counsel appearing for the Project
Proponent submits that in the meeting held on 19tk
October, 2016 the Board has imposed such conditions for
adoption of UV radiation technology which are impossible
to perform. He upon instruction from Mr. Reby Thomas,
Attorney Holder of the company submits that they would
complete the project with chlorination technology instead
of UV radiation technology as per the terms of the original
contract. He further states that the land for the purpose of
construction of inter-mediate pumping station has not
been handed over to them as yet.

Learned Counsel appearing for the Board submits
that the Project Proponent is adopting delaying tactics and
is not completing the project.

We have perused the minutes of the meeting dated
19th October, 2016 as well as heard the Learned Counsel
appearing for the parties. We issue following directions for
strict compliance of all the concerned stakeholders.

1. The land for the purpose of inter-mediate pumping
station shall be handed over to the Project
Proponent within one week from today. The
Secretary Environment and Secretary Urban
Development State of Punjab who are present before
the Tribunal are directed to comply with these
directions without any default.

2. The Project Proponent shall complete the project in




all respect including civil construction by 31st
December, 2016.

3. The plant should be put to operationalisation
positively by 3rd week of January, 2017.

4. The Sewage Board shall provide full cooperation to
the Project Proponent for timely completion of the
project. The officers present before the Tribunal for
all the departments including the State of Punjab
and Punjab Pollution Control Board are directed to
fully cooperate, assist and help in completing the
project rather than creating impediment of any kind.

S. The Project Proponent shall start mechanical work
simultaneously with the civil work and we will not
hear any excuse for non-compliance of these
directions.

6. The Project has been substantially delayed already,
and as a matter of course each of one of the
stakeholders including the Government shift the
blame to the other. This approach must stop as it
has to be a collective and collaborative act. We had
already given 6 months more time to the Project
Proponent to complete the project part, which again
has been lost in raising contradictory stands and
pleas.

We make it clear that we will not hesitate in imposing

heavy environmental compensation upon Project

Proponent as well as pass coercive directions against

all the department, Senior officers. If now the directions

of the Tribunal are not complied with within a time

stipulated in the order.




These directions are primarily for the South plant.
The Project Director, South submits that sewage network
has been duly checked and is complete and operational.

List the Original Application No. 19/2013 for
directions on 23rd November, 2016.

In terms of our order dated 31st March, 2016 the
Original  Application  No. 27(Tuc)/2013, Original
Application No. 43(Tuc)/2013, Original Application No.
44(Tuc)/2013and Original Application No. 54(Tuc)/2013
have been disposed of. Consequently, we direct that all
these Original Application shall be treated as being finally
disposed of without any order as to cost and its record be

consigned to the record room.
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